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REMARKS 



Claims 1-1 16 are pending. Claims 1-19 are rejected. 

As discussed in a telephonic discussion with the Examiner on vfarch 29 200.5, a 
Preliminary Amendment was filed on November 5, 2001 adding claims 20 116. The Examiner 
acknowledged that the Preliminary Amendment was received by the U.S. Pat ait Office. 

The Applicant filed a Preliminary Amendment on October 31, 200* requesting that the 
title be amended to "Creating a Virtual University Experience." 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C § 112 

Claims 1-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as allegedly failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. 

Regarding claims 1-9, the Office Action alleges that "virtual universi y" is lfi not disclosed 

in the specification to enable one of ordinary skill in the art to depict what a * /irtual uni /ersity' is 

or could be.'* The Office Action requests that the Applicant confirm or deny the assumption that 

"the virtual university could be a website on a network device" with examp es pointec to in the 

main body of the specification and the drawings. The patent application, as origin: illy filed, 

discloses (Page 2, lines 19-23. Emphasis added.) 

The technique establishes a virtual university by connecting a virtu* 1 university 
server and one or more users, selects a destination within the virtu il university 
server to interact with the one or more users, couples the one or more users 
through the virtual university server based on the selected dest nation, aid 
establishes interaction parameters for the one or more users based on the select :d 
destination. 

The specification further discloses (Page 202, lines 22-24.): 

Figures 87-96 are flowcharts of a virtual university system in accordance with a 
preferred embodiment Processing commences at function block 87 000 when a 
connection is made through the internet to a website associated wit i the virtial 
university such as www. vu. edu. 

As disclosed above, a virtual university, in accordance with an embodiment of the invention, is 

established by connecting (e.g., through the internet) a virtual university se -ver to onn or more 

users. Figures 87-96 provide flow diagrams that may be implemented on a virtual university 

server. For example, Figure 87 discloses a flow diagram corresponding to a user en ering the 

virtual university when a connection is made. Figure 91 discloses a flow diagram when the user 

enters the student union. Figure 92 discloses a flow diagram when the user mters the library of 
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the virtual university. Figures 93 and 94 provide detailed processing for adir inistrative functions 
of the virtual university. 

The specification further discloses an architecture for a server (e.g. page 200 ; lines 10- 
23). Figure 84 shows a block diagram, in which server computer 84000 iiterfaees 1o internet 
protocol network 84020. Server computer 84000 may include server syste n soft war- 3, such as 
Lotus Domino, with various databases for schedules, email, discussion cent >rs> knowledge data, 
and global directory information. 

Regarding claims 5 and 10-19, the Office Action alleges that "virtut I classroom" is "not 
disclosed in the specification to enable one of ordinary skill in the art to d :pict what a 'virtual 
classroom' is or could be," The Office Action requests that the Applicant pc int to the main body 
of the specification and the drawings with examples that can directly suppcrt any def nitions to 
the feature of a 'Virtual classroom", The patent application, for example, pi ssents detailed logic 
for a virtual classroom in Figures 95 and 96 with the corresponding description from page 207, 
line 7 to page 208, line 4. Figure 96 shows continued processing for a virtual classroom, in which 
the user accesses a resource center in function block 96000. 

Regarding claims 5 and 15, the Office Action alleges that "bre£<out room" is "not 
disclosed in the specification to enable one of ordinary skill in the art to dej ict what 4 u breakout 
room' is or could be." The Office Action requests that the Applicant "poim to the ma n body of 
the specification and the drawings with examples that can directly suppo t any def nitions or 
examples to the feature of a "breakout room". The patent application, fc: example, provides 
logic in Figure 89 for accessing a breakout room (corresponding to functio \ block 8S 310). The 
corresponding description is provided from page 203, line 17 to page 204, lii e 7. 

As discussed above, the specification complies with the enablemeit requirement cf 35 
U.S.C 1 12, first paragraph. The Applicant requests reconsideration of claim 1-19 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 103 

Claims 1-4, 6-14, and 16-19 are rejected by the Office Action under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as 
allegedly being unpatentable over U.S. 6,347,333 (Eisendrath) in view of U.S. 6,078,948 
(Podgorny). Regarding claim 1, the claim includes the feature of "establishing Interaction 
parameters for the one or more users based on the selected destination." (E mphasis a Ided.) For 
example, the specification discloses detailed logic in Figure 91, in which a user is presented a list 
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of active people (function block 91 120) if student union collaboration is des red (page 205, lines 
1-12), People may be selected from the list (function block 91130). As aiother example, the 
specification discloses detailed logic of administrative office functions, in which a tser v:.ews 
courses (function block 93120) and selects courses (function block 93130) in Figure 93. 
However, the combination of Eisendrath and Podgorny does not suggest thi: feature. The Office 
Action alleges that "Podgorny teaches establishing interaction parameters or the on ) or more 
users based on the selected destination, (e.g., col. 9, lines 38 - col. 10, ine 30)." Podgomy 
merely discloses message groups (col. 9, line 38 - coL 10, line 30) with exemplary message 
sequences shown in figures 1-10. As disclosed in Podgorny, server 24 3 and demons 220 
communicate using the defined protocol. Message groups 1-4 are used tc implemeit session 
management and floor control. Message group 5 is used by the system to detect umesporsive 
demons. Application logic uses message group 6 to distribute events. Howev 3r, Podgorny fails to 
even suggest interactive parameters. 

Similarly, claim 10 includes "logic that establishes interaction parar ieters for he one or 
more users based on the selected destination," and claim 11 includes "f code segment that 
establishes interaction parameters for the one or more users based on the s sleeted de itination." 
Claims 10 and 1 1 are patentable for at least the above reasons. Claims 2-4, 6 9, 12-14, and 1 5-19 
ultimately depend from claims 1, 10, and 11- Thus, the Applicant requesis reconsideration of 
claims 1-4, 6-14, and 16-19. 

Claims 5 and 15 are rejected by the Office Action under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as allegedly 
being unpatentable over Eisendrath and Podgomy and in further view of "w lat is well known in 
the art." However, claims 5 and 15 ultimately depend from claims 1 and 11. Because tie alleged 
teaching of "what is well known in the art" does not make up for the defi iency of 1 eisendrath 
and Podgomy, claims 5 and 15 are patentable for at least the above reasons. Moreover the 
Office Action alleges that Eisendrath discloses that a user can "view a direct Dry of othc r students 
in a class, (e.g. col 7, lines 43-57)". Eisendrath does disclose (Col. 7, lii es 52-56. Emphasis 



In one embodiment, a student can access a listing of other student who hs ve 
taken available courses. The listing can include contact information enabling he 
prospective to contact the previous course takers. 

Eisendrath merely discloses a list of students who have previously taken the course bi t doe:; not 

even suggest viewing "a directory of other students in a class. " 
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It is respectively submitted that the present application is in condition for allowance, &nd 

a Notice to that effect is earnestly solicited. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date: May 9, 2005 




Kenneth F. Smol k 
Registration No. (4,344 
BANNER & WT TTOFF, U T>. 
10 S. Wacker Dr ve, Suite :000 
Chicago. IL606C 6-7407 
Telephone: 312-463-5000 
FacsimUe: 312 463-5001 
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